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Although Dr. Orlans fomd
the following letter -jolly good,- _ _
bers of her review staff awarently fomd
it too "inflaJ1llllltory- for pJblieatiaD
the Newsletter of the Sci.entdsts· Cent8r
for Animal Welfare.
we thought it Ild.ght
be of interest to BTS readers.
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Dr. F. Barbara OrIana, &liter

S.C.A.W. Newsletter
Scientists' Center for Animal Welfare
Bethesda, Marylard
'l1li SI'EIE
P. O. . . 254
~, CA 94'l'O1 U.S.A.

Dear Dr. OrIans:

'!his is a lonq-delayed-hoper.'lly not too
loog--respcnse to your call for calIIIBI1ta on
the University of Florida "Camdttee in the
Stmshine" article of earlier this year.
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have been interested in the issue of open
animal care ocmnittee meetings for several
years now.
Around 1981, after being' told by
the Dean of Science at my university, CaliCali
fornia state University, Hayward, that there
was nothing like an animal care ocmnittee on
our campus, I leamed quite accidentally that
there was--at least CX1 paper.
I even disdis
CDvered who the naninal chair was am when
the next annual meeting would be.
I showed
up at that meeting, am. the first thing that
I
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disappeared.
Although the others on the
committee still seldom agree with me entirely, we now have frank, critical discussions
of protocols, many of which we have retumed
for significant amendment.
We have even
voted down a protocol--a virtually unheard-of
thing for an animal care committee to do.
Opening the meetings of a progressive, conscientious committee like this one to the
public might, I am afraid, lead to a renewed
defensiveness on the part of sane committee
members, which would have to be overcane once
again.

(continued from p. B2)

was said, by a Professor of Psycholo3Y on the
committee, was "Aren't these meetings supposed to be closed?" Within a year new procedures were established for this committee
which, taking advantage of a loophole in our
campus constitution, closed all further meetings.
The Animal Legal Defense Fund is presently preparing a suit against the California State University system to have meetings
of its campus animal care committees conform
to the provisions of the California State
Open Meeting Act.
I think that nothing but
good can cane of having meetings of careless,
do-nothing committees, like the one at Cal
State Hayward, opened to the public.

So, as is usual, there are both pros and cons
to open meetings.
HO'#lE!Ver, my experience

leads me to believe that the pros definitely
outweigh the cons. Similarly, I view talk ·of
the need to maintain confidentiality for
one's ideas as a SIOOkescreen.
In my two

Similarly, at the University of California,
Berkeley, the campus veterinarian and the
chair of the Catmittee for the Protection of
Animal Subjects have tried to tell the can-

years at the lawrence lab, where there is no
tenure, only one researcher has requested
confidentiality for her protocol--and everyone on the committee found that a bit of a
joke.
Animal care committees do not need to
know the creative ideas that win grants and
prizes in order to do their job of evaluating
humane care and use.
Similarly, claims like
that by the Chair of the Univerity of Florida
ACU committee, that animal activists will
distort infonnation from committee meetings
into sensationalist stories, are also srrokescreens.
If animal activists do that, research institutions can easily discredit them
by pointing out the distortions.
Actually,
the infonnation about research at Florida
that has been released accurately pointed out
that there were some very shoddy projects
proposed there and that the campus animal
care committee was not doing a very responsible job.
All of us who care about the welfare of research animals should be grateful
that Florida is the Sunshine State.
And
while there may be some growing pains that
will accompany the process, we and the animals will be well-served by the spread of
that sunshine.

munity representative from a local humane
society that she could not vote against a
protocol because she thought the research was
worthless.
They have even tried to edit her
minority reports, and she has had to seek
relief from this intimidation by appealing to
a UCB Vice Chancellor.
(This community representative has had to conclude that her
further service on this committee would acoomplish nothing, and she has resigned. )
Suit is currently also being brought against
the University of Califomia system to open
the meetings of its campus animal care canmittees.
Again, I can see nothing but good
coming from opening arrogant, unrepresentative committees, such as that at Berkeley, to
public scrutiny.
For the past two years, I have served as a
community member of the Animal Welfare and
Research Carmi ttee at the lawrence Berkeley
Laboratory, another part of the University of
California.
I was invited to serve on this
committee because I am supposed to be something of an expert on animal ethics issues
and to be active and respected in the animal
welfare community.
But even though I was
thus solicited to be on the committee, the
resentment at my being there and at my questioning the research protocols was palpable
for my first year on the job.
The other
members of the committee seemed to feel professionall y obligated to IRaintain that everything in the protocols was fine.
Fortunately, this defensiveness has pretty much
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Sincerely,

Steve F. Sapontzis
Professor of Philosophy
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